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You are hereby notified that on this date the Presiding Officers in this Cause make
the following Entry:

On August 4, 2005, Indiana Bell Telephone Company, Incorporated d/b/a SBC
Indiana filed its Petition requesting that the Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission
(“Commission”) arbitrate open issues resulting from interconnection negotiations between
SBC Indiana and the above “MCI” companies. In the interests of organization and
efficiency, the Presiding Officers have determined that an informal attorneys’ conference
should be held at the outset of this proceeding. The attorneys’ conference is scheduled for
August 17, 2005, at 2:30 p.m., in Room E306 of the Indiana Government Center South,
302 West Washington Street, Indianapolis, Indiana.

While not intended to be an exhaustive list, the parties should be prepared to
discuss the following issues at the attorneys’ conference:

1. The relationship of this arbitration proceeding to Commission Cause No.
42857, particularly in regard to MCI’s continued participation in Cause
No. 42857,

2. The relationship of this arbitration proceeding to similar arbitrations in
other states and, in particular, with respect to the status and anticipated end
dates of those arbitrations;

3. The possibility of MCI responding to the Petition in this proceeding prior
to the minimum 25 days outlined in TA-96, in order to advance a
prefiling/hearing schedule;

4. The filing and hearing schedule to be adopted in this Cause; and



5. Communication procedures (e.g., e-mail) for parties’ communications
with Commission staff and for timely notification of any resolution of
issues.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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Larry S. Landi{, Commissioner

William G. Divine, Administrative Law Judge
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